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as 'sentimentalism and flabby emotionalism'. More-
over, it accepts the distinctively German doctrine
that Kriegsrdson geht vor Kriegsmanier (necessity
in war overrules the ordinary rules of war), i.e.
that the laws of war are no longer binding when a
violation of them is necessary to escape from danger,
and that the duty of observance ceases whenever
conformity thereto interferes with the attainment
of the objects of the war. This doctrine is a nega-
tion of all law, and reduces the rules of warfare into
traps by which the honest but unwary opponent
may be ensnared. Fortunately it has been rejected
by almost all the other States. We can therefore
answer the question whether there are any rules
governing the conduct of war in the affirmative,
although we must always remember that their
efficacy depends in large part on the honour and
conscience of the belligerents.
The Content of the Rules of War
Article XXII of the Hague Regulations states as
a general principle that cthe right of belligerents to
adopt means of injuring the enemy is not unlimited*.
Like all other general principles this one, while
important as a guide to the spirit of the laws of
war, does not tell us what the particular rules are.
These must be found in the other Articles and in the
customary rules which are so important a part of
International Law. For the sake of clearer under-
standing it is convenient to divide these rules into
three classes, the first covering belligerent acts
against enemy civilians, the second belligerent acts
against the enemy combatant forces, and the third